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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the application filed on October 18, 
2001. 

The application has been examined. Claims 1-22 are pending in this 
Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gary Culliss ('Culliss' hereinafter), USP 6,006,222 in view of Ilia Kaufman 
('Kaufman' hereinafter), USP 6,240,408. 

With respect to claim 1 , 

Culliss discloses a method for producing a results list for a search query 
(see col. 3, lines 3-6), the method comprising: 

producing a first results list of entries from a search algorithm (see col. 3, 
lines 1-6, Culliss), the first results list corresponding to a term in the search 
query, the first results list being ordered according to relevance rankings (see col. 
13, lines 28-30, Culliss); 
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modifying a feature of the first results lists by an editor (see col. 16, lines 
15-20, Culliss), the modification being made according to an editorial rule (see 
col. 14, lines 33-38, Culliss); 

determining a reliability score for the editor, the reliability score being 
based upon the modification made the editor (see col. 14, lines33-38, Culliss); 

combining the modification made by the editor in a combined search index 
(see col. 14, lines 35-41, Culliss), the combined modification being included in 
the combined search index according to the determined reliability of the editor 
(see col. 13, lines 29-34, Culliss); and 

u si ngt h e co m b i n ed sea r_ch_i ndex_to_grod_uce a second results l ist which 

corresponds to the term in the search query (see col. 13, lines 29-34, Fig. 1 , 
Culliss). 

Culliss does not explicitly indicate the claimed "reliability editor". 
Kaufman discloses claimed reliability editor (large number of documents 
selected to be reference materials of high reliability and documents suitable 
for inclusion in the authoritative database include encyclopedias, almanacs, 
dictionaries and other reference materials by reputable publishers and subject 
to professional editorial review, see col. 4, lines 17-22, Kaufman). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, 
at the time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited 
references because the reliability editor of Kaufman's teachings would have 
allowed Culliss's system for the search results from the controlled database to 
assess the relevance of documents retrieved from the public database, as 
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suggested by Kaufmna in col. 2, lines 30-32. Reliability editor as taught by 
Kaufman improves to assess query on the basis of the frequency with which the 
query word occurs in a database of candidate documents (see col. 2, lines 45-46, 
Kaufman). 

As to claim 2, 

Culliss teaches wherein producing a first results list includes producing a 
first results list that corresponds to at least one search term (see col. 13, lines 55- 
58, Culliss). 

As to claim 3, 

^— Cu II i ss teach es-wh e re i n mod ifying_aJeatuj^ax)rding to an editorial rule 

includes modifying any feature of the first results list (see col. 13, lines 59-54, 
Culliss). 

As to claim 4, 

Culliss teaches wherein modifying a feature according to an editorial rule 
includes modifying an allowed changeable feature, the allowed changeable 
feature being one or more of relevance ranking, entry addition, entry deletion and 
document summary (see col. 14, lines 1-4 et seq, Culliss). 

As to claim 5, 

Culliss teaches wherein modifying a feature includes modifying a feature 
within a pre-defined range or percentage (see col. 13, lines 38-40, Culliss). 
As to claim 6, 



Application/Control Number: 09/982,204 ' Page 

Art Unit: 2177 

Culliss teaches wherein modifying an allowed changeable feature 
comprises modifying a feature within a pre-defined range or percentage (see col. 
13, lines 47-49, Culliss). 

As to claim 7, 

Culliss teaches wherein determining a reliability score further comprises: 
comparing a ranking change for an entry by a first editor to a median ranking 
change for the entry by a second editor (see col. 14, lines 34-38, Culliss). 

As to claim 8, 

Culliss teaches wherein determining a reliability score further comprises: 
co mparing a sum m a ry_cha nge for_an_entryJo_a_pr_e^dQu^ summar y contained in 
the first results list (see col. 3, lines 1-7, Culliss). 

As to claim 9, 

Culliss teaches wherein determining a reliability score further comprises: 
determining a difference in a number or a percentage of click-throughs which 
result from the editor modification (see col. 14, lines 32-38, Culliss). 

As to claim 10, 

Culliss teaches wherein combining the modification made by the editor 
further comprises: multiplying the reliability score by the feature modification (see 
col. 5, lines 6-7, and col. 4, lines 42-47, Culliss). 

As to claim 11, 

Culliss teaches wherein using the combined results to produce a second 
results list includes using the combined search index by a search engine (see 
col. 4, lines 53-57, Culliss). 
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As to claim 12, 

Culliss teaches wherein said method is performed at least twice (see col. 
4, lines 66 to col. 5, lines 5, Culliss). 

Claim 13 has the same subject matter as of claim 1 except "detecting a 
difference between the feature contained in the first results list and the 
corresponding modified feature contained in the combined search index; and 
determining a rule that corresponds to the detected difference or similarity" and 
Culliss teaches at col. 4, lines 66 to col. 5, lines 5; col. 5, lines 5-15 respectively 
and essentially rejected for the same reasons as of claim 1 as discussed above. 

Cul liss does not explicitl y indicate the claimed "reliability editor". 

Kaufman discloses claimed reliability editor (large number of documents 
selected to be reference materials of high reliability and documents suitable 
for inclusion in the authoritative database include encyclopedias, almanacs, 
dictionaries and other reference materials by reputable publishers and subject 
to professional editorial review, see col. 4, lines 17-22, Kaufman). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, 
at the time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited 
references because the reliability editor of Kaufman's teachings would have 
allowed Culliss's system for the search results from the controlled database to 
assess the relevance of documents retrieved from the public database, as 
suggested by Kaufmna in col. 2, lines 30-32. Reliability editor as taught by 
Kaufman improves to assess query on the basis of the frequency with which the 
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query word occurs in a database of candidate documents (see col. 2, lines 45-46, 
Kaufman). 

As to claim 14, 

Culliss teaches producing a second results list from the search algorithm, 
the second results list corresponding to the term in the first search query (see 
col. 4, lines 66 to col. 5, lines 5 et seq, Culliss); 

modifying the second results lists by applying the rule to a feature 
contained in the second results list (see col. 5, lines 5-15 et seq, Culliss). 

As to claim 15, 

Cu 1 1 iss_teaches_wherei n detecting a difference furth er comprises: detectin g 

a change to a relevance ranking feature (see col. 5, lines 5-15 et seq, Culliss). 
As to claim 16, 

Culliss teaches wherein detecting a difference further comprises: detecting 
an added feature (see col. 5, lines 5-15 et seq, Culliss). 
As to claim 17, 

Culliss teaches wherein detecting a difference further comprises: detecting 
a deleted feature (see col. 5, lines 5-15 et seq, Culliss). 
As to claim 18, 

Culliss teaches wherein detecting a difference further comprises: detecting 
a change to a document summary feature (see col. 5, lines 5-15 et seq, Culliss). 

Claim 19 has the same subject matter as of claim 1 except "a computer 
program product residing on a computer readable medium having a plurality of 
instructions stored thereon which, when executed by the processor, cause that 
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processor" and Culliss teaches at col. 3, lines 45-51 and essentially rejected for 
the same reasons as of claim 1 as discussed above. 
Culliss does not explicitly indicate the claimed "reliability editor". 

Kaufman discloses claimed reliability editor (large number of documents 
selected to be reference materials of high reliability and documents suitable 
for inclusion in the authoritative database include encyclopedias, almanacs, 
dictionaries and other reference materials by reputable publishers and subject 
to professional editorial review, see col. 4, lines 17-22, Kaufman). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, 

-at-the-time-of-the-presenLinvje^ _. 

references because the reliability editor of Kaufman's teachings would have 
allowed Culliss's system for the search results from the controlled database to 
assess the relevance of documents retrieved from the public database, as 
suggested by Kaufmna in col. 2, lines 30-32. Reliability editor as taught by 
Kaufman improves to assess query on the basis of the frequency with which the 
query word occurs in a database of candidate documents (see col. 2, lines 45-46, 
Kaufman). 

As to claim 20, 

Culliss teaches wherein the instructions causing a computer to modify a 
feature of the first lists according to an editorial rule further comprise instructions 
causing a computer to: modify a feature according to an editorial rule (see col. 
14, lines 33-37 et seq, Culliss). 

As to claim 21, 
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Culliss teaches wherein the instruction causing a computer to modify a 
feature according to an editorial rule further comprise instructions causing a 
computer to: modify an allowed changeable feature, the allowed changeable 
feature being one or more of relevance ranking, entry addition, entry deletion and 
document summary (see col. 14, lines 1-4 et seq, Culliss). 

As to claim 22, 

Culliss teaches wherein the instructions causing a computer to determine 
a reliability score for the editorial modification further comprise instructions 
causing a computer to: compare a ranking change for an entry by a first editor to 

-a-median-ranking-changeJorJhe_entry_b_y_a_se_cond_e_dito col. 14 ,Jjnes_32- 

37, Fig.1 et seq, Culliss). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
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where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306 for any 
communications. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
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number is (703) 305-9600. 
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